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Detailed Action 

1. Claims 1-21 are pending in this application. 

35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, 
manufacture, or composition of matter, or any new and useful 
improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 1-8, 10-16, 18-21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 for nonstatutory 
subject matter. The computer system must set forth a practical application of 
that § 101 judicial exception to produce a real-world result. Benson, 409 U.S. at 
71-72, 175 USPQ at 676-77. The invention is ineligible because it has not been 
limited to a substantial practical application . Information that is placed into data 
fields where said data fields have names and said data can be saved and 
accessed has no real world purpose or practical application. 

In determining whether the claim is for a "practical application," the focus is 
not on whether the steps taken to achieve a particular result are useful, 
tangible and concrete, but rather that the final result achieved by the claimed 
invention is "useful, tangible and concrete." If the claim is directed to a 
practical application of the § 101 judicial exception producing a result tied to 
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the physical world that does not preempt the judicial exception, then the claim 
meets the statutory requirement of 35 U.S.C. § 101 . 

The phrases like 'upon receipt of input from a user' and 'corresponding 
condition of a user defined rule', is not clear in its purpose or scope. 
The applicant's invention has to do with inputted data into fields where these 
fields have corresponding areas in a database but fall short in their purpose or 
function. 

The invention must be for a practical application and either: 

1) specify transforming (physical thing) or 

2) have the FINAL RESULT (not the steps) achieve or produce a 

useful (specific, substantial, AND credible), 
concrete (substantially repeatable/ non-unpredictable), AND 
tangible (real world/ non-abstract) result. 
A claim that is so broad that it reads on both statutory and non-statutory subject 
matter, must be amended, and if the specification discloses a practical 
application but the claim is broader than the disclosure such that 
it does not require the practical application, then the claim must be amended . 
Claims that state inputting data into fields and the fields are constant or have a 
template form have no real world purpose. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 

all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 
prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not 
be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



Claims 1, 4, 6, 9, 18, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hernandez in view of Ball ('SAP R/3 Implementation 
guide, referred to as Hernandez; U. S. Patent 6529863, referred to as 
Ball) 



Claims. 1, 18, 20. 

Hernandez teaches using a graphical user interface (GUI) to display a 
representation of a condition of a user-defined rule that may be used to process 
textual information. (Hernandez, p14:17-19), wherein the condition includes an 
attribute name, an operator (Hernandez, p85) 

Hernandez does not teach and an attribute value. 

Ball teaches and an attribute value. (Ball, C1 5:42-52; 'Attribute name' and 
'attribute value' of applicant is equivalent to "name of the event' and 'data 
associated with the event' of Ball.) It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
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teachings of Hernandez by associating a value to a name as taught by Ball to 
have an attribute value. 

For the purpose of having a two data fields where one is associated with 
another. 

Hernandez teaches upon receipt of input from a user via the GUI 
(Hernandez, p1 4: 17-1 9), creating a rule template having a condition that is 
based upon the condition of the user-defined rule (Hernandez, p424:11-14), 
wherein the condition of the rule template (Hernandez, p21 1 :21-22) includes the 
attribute name and the operator from the corresponding condition of the user- 
defined rule. (Hernandez, p85) and wherein the condition of the rule template 
further includes an attribute-value placeholder that is associated with the attribute 
value from the corresponding condition of the user-defined rule. (Hernandez, 
p206:15; 'Associated' of applicant is equivalent to 'mapping' of Hernandez.) 

Claim 4. 

Hernandez teaches wherein the conditions of the user-defined rule are 
connected by at least one logical operator. (Hernandez, p85) 

Claim 6. 

Hernandez teaches wherein the conditions of the rule template are 
connected by at least one logical operator. (Hernandez, p85) 



Claims 9. 
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Hernandez teaches the user-defined rule may be used to process textual 
information contained in email messages or in search queries. (Hernandez, 
p1 44: 1 3-1 7 and p1 84: 1 4 through 1 85: 1 ) 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. Claims 2, 3, 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Hernandez and Ball, as set forth above, and further in 
view of Whelihan (U. S. Patent Publication 20030129659, referred to as 
Whelihan). 

Claim 2. 

Hernandez and Ball do not teach the method further comprises storing the 
rule template in a repository that is accessible to the user. 

Whelihan teaches the method further comprises storing the rule template 
in a repository that is accessible to the user. (Whelihan, 1)0072) It would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify combined teachings of Hernandez and Ball by saving 
inputted information as taught by Whelihan to have a method that further 
comprises storing the rule template in a repository that is accessible to the user. 

For the purpose of not having to duplicate information input. 
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Claim 3. 

Hernandez and Ball do not teach the user-defined rule contains a plurality 
of conditions that each include an attribute name, an operator, and an attribute 
value. 

Whelihan teaches the user-defined rule contains a plurality of conditions 
that each include an attribute name, an operator, and an attribute value. 
(Whelihan, abstract; 'User-defined rule 7 of applicant is equivalent to 'tables of 
projects' of Whelihan.) It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of 
Hernandez and Ball by illustrating what fields are in the user defined rules as 
taught by Whelihan to have the user-defined rule contain a plurality of conditions 
that each include an attribute name, an operator, and an attribute value. 

For the purpose of defining what fields are to be incorporated into a user 
defined rule. 

Claims 5. 

Hernandez and Ball do not teach the rule template contains a plurality of 
conditions that each correspond to one of the conditions of the user-defined rule 
and that each include the attribute name and the operator from the 
corresponding condition of the user-defined rule. 

Whelihan teaches the rule template contains a plurality of conditions that 
each correspond to one of the conditions of the user-defined rule and that each 
include the attribute name and the operator from the corresponding condition of 
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the user-defined rule. (Whelihan, abstract; Before data in the form of 'attribute 
name' and 'operator' is saved it is considered 'user-defined rule' After it is saved 
it is in the form directed by Ball's template it is considered a rule template.) It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of Hernandez and Ball by 
illustrating that a user defined rules have parameters as taught by Whelihan to 
have the rule template contains a plurality of conditions that each correspond to 
one of the conditions of the user-defined rule and that each include the attribute 
name and the operator from the corresponding condition of the user-defined rule. 
For the purpose of illustrating when inputted information is saved it is not 

lost. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. Claims 7, 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Hernandez and Ball, as set forth above, and further in 
view of Sharpe (Teach Yourself SAP R/3', referred to as Sharpe). 

Claim 7. 

Hernandez and Ball do not teach the attribute-value placeholder in the 
condition of the rule template includes at least one placeholder symbol and a 
placeholder name. 

Sharpe teaches the attribute-value placeholder in the condition of the rule 
template includes at least one placeholder symbol and a placeholder name. 
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(Sharpe, p59, Figure 7.5; 'Attribute-value placeholder' and 'placeholder symbol 1 
of applicant is equivalent to 'item field' and the actual 'item field' in the display of 
Sharpe.) It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of Hernandez and 
Ball by illustrating the fact of the existence of an entry field for data as taught by 
Sharpe to have the attribute-value placeholder in the condition of the rule 
template include at least one placeholder symbol and a placeholder name. 

For the purpose of knowing the location of where to place incoming data. 

Claims 8. 

Hernandez and Ball do not teach the placeholder name is based on the 
attribute name of the corresponding condition of the user-defined rule. 

Sharpe teaches the placeholder name is based on the attribute name of 
the corresponding condition of the user-defined rule. (Sharpe, p1 5:9-10; If the 
fields in SAP accept information in the field then that information corresponds to 
the user-defined rule information.) It would have been obvious to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify combined 
teachings of Hernandez and Ball by illustrating the relationship between the 
'placeholder name' and the 'corresponding condition' of the user-defined rule as 
taught by Sharpe to have the placeholder name is based on the attribute name of 
the corresponding condition of the user-defined rule. 

For the purpose of linking the location of the placeholder name to the data 
field with the 'attribute name' 



Application/Control Number: 10/824,106 
Art Unit: 2129 . 



Page 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



6. Claims 10, 11, 17, 19, 21 are rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hernandez in view of Morwood ('SAP R/3 Implementation 
guide, referred to as Hernandez; U. S. Patent Publication 20020091695, referred 
to as Morwood) 

Claims. 10, 19, 21. 

Hernandez teaches using a graphical user interface (GUI) to display a 
representation of an action of a user-defined rule that may be used to process 
textual information. (Hernandez, p1 4: 17-1 9) 

Hernandez does not teach wherein the action includes an action name 
and a value 

Morwood teaches wherein the action includes an action name and a 
value. (Morwood; 1J0058; 'Action name' and Value' of applicant is equivalent to 
'name' and 'filePrefix' of Morwood.) It would have been obvious to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify the 
teachings of Hernandez by illustrating names to variables as taught by Morwood 
to have the action includes an action name and a value 
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Hernandez teaches upon receipt of input from a user via the GUI 
(Hernandez, p1 4: 17-1 9), creating a rule template having an action that is based 
upon the action of the user-defined rule (Hernandez, p424:11-14), wherein the 
action of the rule template (Hernandez, p1 8: 18-21) includes the action name 
from the corresponding action of the user-defined rule, and wherein the action of 
the rule template (Hernandez, p1 8: 18-21) further includes a value placeholder 
that is associated with the value from the corresponding action of the user- 
defined rule. (Hernandez, p206:15; 'Associated' of applicant is equivalent to 
'mapping' of Hernandez.) 

Claim 11. 

Hernandez does not teach wherein the action of the user-defined rule 
further includes an attribute name and an attribute value wherein the action of the 
rule template includes the attribute name from the corresponding action of the 
user-defined rule, and wherein the action of the rule template further includes an 
attribute-value placeholder that is associated with the attribute value from the 
' corresponding action of the user-defined rule. 

Morwood teaches wherein the action of the user-defined rule further 
includes an attribute name and an attribute value (Morwood, ^|0058; 'Attribute 
name' and 'attribute value' of applicant is equivalent to 'pathName' and 
'deleteFile' of Morwood.) wherein the action of the rule template includes the 
attribute name from the corresponding action of the user-defined rule, and 
wherein the action of the rule template further includes an attribute-value 
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placeholder that is associated with the attribute value from the corresponding 
action of the user-defined rule. (Morwood, 1J0066; 'Assignment statements' of 
Morwood make the necessary corresponding relationships with the 'attribute 
name' and 'attribute value' of the user defined rule.) It would have been obvious 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to 
modify the teachings of Hernandez by associating other data fields with other 
names as taught by Morwood to have the action of the user-defined rule further 
includes an attribute name and an attribute value wherein the action of the rule 
template includes the attribute name from the corresponding action of the user- 
defined rule, and wherein the action of the rule template further includes an 
attribute-value placeholder that is associated with the attribute value from the 
corresponding action of the user-defined rule. 

For the purpose of illustrating the fact one can associate names with data 

fields. 

Claim 17. 

Hernandez teaches the user-defined rule may be used to process textual 
information contained in email messages or in search queries. (Hernandez, 
p1 44: 13-1 7 and p184:14 through 185:1) 



Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 



Application/Control Number: 10/824,106 Page 
Art Unit: 2129 

7. Claims 12, 13, 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Hernandez and Morwood, as set forth 
above, and further in view of Whelihan (U. S. Patent Publication 20030129659, 
referred to as Whelihan). 

Claim 12. 

Hernandez and Morwood do not teach the method further comprises 
storing the rule template in a repository that is accessible to the user. 

Whelihan teaches the method further comprises storing the rule template 
in a repository that is accessible to the user. (Whelihan, 1J0072) It would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify combined teachings of Hernandez and Morwood by saving 
inputted data of the user defined rule template taught by Whelihan to have the 
method further comprises storing the rule template in a repository that is 
accessible to the user. 

For the purpose of being able to save inputted information so that the 
information does not have to be entered again. 

Claim 13. 

Hernandez and Morwood do not teach the user-defined rule contains a 
plurality of actions that each include an action name and a value. 

Whelihan teaches the user-defined rule contains a plurality of actions that 
each include an action name and a value. (Whelihan, abstract; 'User-defined 
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rule' of applicant is equivalent to 'tables of projects' of Whelihan.) It would have 
been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify combined teachings of Hernandez and Morwood by 
illustrating that data fields have names as taught by Whelihan to the user-defined 
rule contains a plurality of actions that each include an action name and a value. 
For the purpose of associating a value of an action to a name of an action. 

Claim 14. 

Hernandez and Morwood do not teach the rule template contains a 
plurality of actions that each correspond to one of the actions of the user-defined 
rule and that each include the action name from the corresponding action of the 
user-defined rule. 

Whelihan teaches the rule template contains a plurality of actions that 
each correspond to one of the actions of the user-defined rule and that each 
include the action name from the corresponding action of the user-defined rule. 
(Whelihan, abstract; Before data in the form of 'attribute name' and 'operator' is 
saved it is considered 'user-defined rule' After it is saved it is in the form directed 
by Morwood interface it is considered a rule template.) It would have been 
obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicant's 
invention to modify combined teachings of Hernandez and Morwood by saving 
inputted data from a user defined rule as taught by Whelihan to have the rule 
template contains a plurality of actions that each correspond to one of the actions 
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of the user-defined rule and that each include the action name from the 
corresponding action of the user-defined rule. 

For the purpose of forming a correlation between action and the action 
name of a user defined rule. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

8. Claims 15, 16 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Hernandez and Morwood, as set forth above, and further 
in view of Sharpe (Teach Yourself SAP R/3', referred to as Sharpe). 

Claim 15. 

Hernandez and Morwood do not teach the value placeholder in the action 
of the rule template includes at least one placeholder symbol and a placeholder 
name. 

Sharpe teaches the value placeholder in the action of the rule template 
includes at least one placeholder symbol and a placeholder name. (Sharpe, p59, 
Figure 7.5; 'Attribute-value placeholder' and 'placeholder symbol' of applicant is 
equivalent to 'item field' and the actual 'item field' in the display of Sharpe.) It 
would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of Hernandez and Morwood 
by illustrating the actual field in which the user can input data as taught by 
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Shapre to have the value placeholder in the action of the rule template includes 
at least one placeholder symbol and a placeholder name. 

For the purpose of aiding the user where to input data. 

Claim 16. 

Hernandez and Morwood do not teach the placeholder name is based on 
the action name of the corresponding action of the user-defined rule. 

Sharpe teaches the placeholder name is based on the action name of the 
corresponding action of the user-defined rule. (Sharpe, p1 5:9-10; If the fields in 
SAP accept information in the field then that information corresponds to the user- 
defined rule information.) It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of applicant's invention to modify combined teachings of 
Hernandez and Morwood by linking the placeholder to the field of action name as 
taught by Sharpe to have the placeholder name is based on the action name of 
the corresponding action of the user-defined rule. 

For the purpose of making sure the inputted data is associated to the 
correct data field. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to the 
applicant's disclosure. 

-U. S. Patent Publication 20030229848: Arend 

-U. S. Patent Publication 200302261 1 1 : Wirts 
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-U. S. Patent Publication 20030188262: Maxwell 
-U. S. Patent Publication 20020194219: Bradley 
-U. S. Patent Publication 20020156809: O'Brien 
-U. S. Patent Publication 20020010714: Hetherington 
-SAP: an executives comprehensive guide': Norris 
-'SAP BW a step by step guide': Fu 

-SAP hardware solutions servers, storage, and networks for mySAP.com': 
Missbach 

S A P. inside the secret software power': Meissner 
-SAP R/3 for the Informix DBA': Nathans 

10. Claims 1-21 are rejected. 
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